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Scoping Memorandum 
To: Kevin Sheridan, SJRRC  

Dan Leavitt, SJRRC  

From: Tiffany Mendoza, ICF 
Leo Mena, ICF 

Cc: Daniel Krause, AECOM 

Date: August 13, 2020 

Re: ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project - Scoping Summary 

 

The San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (SJRRC), serving as the lead agency under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project (Project), issued a 
Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Project on May 28, 
2020 (Attachment A). This initiated an environmental scoping period for the Project from May 28, 
2020 to July 7, 2020.  

Scoping Notification 
Agencies, organization, and individuals directly or indirectly affected by the Project were notified of 
the preparation of the EIR and how to participate in the scoping meetings. Notification materials 
announced the dates of the scoping period, the dates and times of the scoping meetings, an overview 
of the Project, and instructions on how to submit scoping comments. A summary of how the public 
was notified of the Project, the NOP, and the scoping meetings is included below. 

Newspaper Notification 

A public notice was published in the Merced Sun-Star on May 28, 2020, announcing the start of the 
scoping comment period and virtual scoping meeting dates. Additional newspaper ads ran in several 
papers closer to the scoping meeting dates. The full list of newspaper notices is included below. The 
newspaper notices are included in Attachment B. 

• Merced Sun-Star: May 28, 2020, May 31, 2020, and June 21, 2020 

• Modesto Bee: June 11, 2020 and June 21, 2020 

• Turlock Journal: June 20, 2020 

Digital Advertising 

Digital advertisements ran on the Merced Sun-Star website from June 16, 2020 through June 30, 
2020. The ads were displayed on the newspaper’s website a total of 30,000 times (30,000 
impressions) and nine individuals clicked through to the Project website. Copies of the digital ads 
are included in Attachment B. 
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NOP Mailing  

The NOP was sent via the U.S. Postal Service, using certified mail, to 163 responsible and trustee 
agencies, as well as additional agencies and individuals that the SJRRC identified as being interested 
in the Project. The NOP was also sent to the State Clearinghouse, the Stanislaus County Clerk, and 
the Merced County Clerk. The NOPs were mailed in advance of the May 28, 2020 publication of the 
NOP. 

Email Notification 

Emails were distributed to potentially-impacted property owners, agencies, organizations, elected 
officials, and other interested parties. Emails were distributed on May 28, 2020, June 12, 2020, June 
24, 2020, and June 30, 2020. The email notifications are included in Attachment B. 

Website Updates 

A Project webpage was published at http://www.acerail.com/merced-extension-eir/. The website 
included Project information, scoping materials, and was updated with meeting dates, times, and 
links for the online meeting platform. Additionally, the webpage provided details on how to submit 
comments and provided a form to submit comments or subscribe to the Project email list. 

Online Community Calendars 

Scoping meeting details were submitted to several online community calendars for publication in 
advance of the meetings. Meeting details were published on the following community calendar sites.  
Samples of the community calendar postings are included in Attachment B. 

• Modesto Chamber of Commerce Community Events calendar – 
https://www.business.modchamber.org/events 

• MyMerced.com online magazine – http://www.mymerced.com/eventcalendar.html 
• Hey Turlock – https://www.heyturlock.com/ 

Social Media 

ACE used their social media platforms (Facebook and Twitter) to distribute scoping meeting 
notifications. Meeting notices and information were posted on the following dates. Copies of the 
social media posts are included in Attachment B. 

• Twitter: June 11, 2020 and June 24, 2020 

• Facebook: June 11, 2020, June 18, 2020, June 24, 2020, and June 30, 2020 

Virtual Scoping Meetings (Webinars) 
Three virtual scoping meetings were held during the scoping period. In accordance with social 
distancing guidance related to the Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19), all scoping meetings for the 
Project were held online as webinars. Approximately 59 people participated in the scoping 
meetings, broken out by meeting date as follows. 

• June 25, 2020 (3:00 pm – 4:30 pm) – 33 participants 

http://www.acerail.com/merced-extension-eir/
https://www.business.modchamber.org/events
https://www.heyturlock.com/
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• June 25, 2020 (6:30 pm – 8:00 pm) – 15 participants 

• June 30, 2020 (6:30 pm – 8:00 pm) – 11 participants 

The three meetings were identical in format beginning with a live presentation (Attachment C) 
providing an overview of the Project and the CEQA process, followed by a question and answer 
session to respond to questions submitted online by attendees. Questions asked during the webinar 
were not considered official scoping comments or included in the summary section below. Common 
topics of questions asked in the question and answer session included the following. 

• Clarifying questions related to Project scoping, the CEQA process, and the Project schedule. 

• Station design and features, including overcrossings, pedestrian access, accessibility, 
parking, etc. 

• Operational schedule of ACE service. 

• Construction impacts, such as street closures. 

• Operational impacts, such as noise, traffic delays, safety, etc. 

• Impacts to local businesses. 

Summary of Key Issues Raised 
Between March 28, 2020 to July 7, 2020, 22 written comments were received from several public 
agencies, local organizations, and individuals. The following is a summary of the key issues raised 
during the scoping period. This summary is not intended to be exhaustive, rather it is intended to 
summarize the major concerns raised in comments in regard to the scope and content of the EIR. 
Copies of all written comments received by USPS mail, email, and submittal on the Project website 
are provided in Attachment D. 

Station Location, Project Features and Operations 
• Support for locating a station in Livingston, citing population and employment 

demographics, the City’s planning efforts that incorporated ACE, the development of a 
bus/train transit center, and availability of vacant property. 

¸ Support for the proposed extension of ACE service to Merced and the resulting improved 
connectivity. 

¸ Request for clarification if service will be established between Ceres/Merced and San Jose, 
possibly via a connection between the Southern Pacific northbound to the Western Pacific 
westbound tracks in Lathrop.  

¸ Concern for the impact to business caused by the construction of the walkway bridge 
connecting the Turlock Transit Station to the potential Turlock Station location, as walkway 
could obstruct views of the business and signage. 

¸ Request that where at-grade highway rail crossings are proposed to be created or modified, 
pedestrian crossing improvements be evaluated and installed.  
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¸ Request that railroad pre-emption timing and track detection systems be included in the 
scope of the Project.  

¸ Request to evaluate the feasibility of acquiring enough slots to make it possible for the San 
Joaquin to travel on ACE tracks from Merced to North Lathrop 

¸ Evaluate the cumulative impacts of sharing the ACE tracks from Merced to North Lathrop.  

¸ Request to identify the improvements necessary for and to evaluate the impacts of the 
Altamont Corridor Vision (as expressed in the May 3, 2019 presentation), including 
scenarios with 30 and 20 ACE and San Joaquin trains per day connecting the Valley to the 
Bay Area.  

Environmental Analysis 
General 

• Request that any environmental impacts associated with the City of Ceres that were not 
evaluated in the program-level ACE Extension Lathrop to Ceres/Merced EIR be addressed in 
this project-level EIR. 

• Request to consider the economic impact to businesses located near the proposed Turlock 
station from the associated walkway bridge and potential road closures. 

Aesthetics 

¸ Describe the visual impact associated with the walkway bridge at the proposed Turlock 
station.   

Air Quality 

¸ Describe the Project’s potential to reduce the length of vehicle trips and air quality impacts 
associated with travel from nearby communities to the potential station locations in either 
Livingston or Atwater.  

Cultural Resources 

¸ Request to consult with California Native American tribes that are traditionally and 
culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the Project, to avoid inadvertent discoveries 
of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources.  

¸ Describe the Project’s compliance with Assembly Bill 52, including tribal consultation 
requirements. 

¸ Describe the Project’s compliance with Senate Bill 18, including tribal consultation 
requirements, if the Project involves the adoption of or amendment to a general plan or a 
specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space.  

¸ Request to conduct an archeological records search and to contact the Native American 
Heritage Commission for a Sacred Lands File search and a Native American Tribal 
Consultation List.  
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¸ Adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for 
avoidance preservation in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to 
tribal cultural resources.  

Hazards and Hazardous Materials  

¸ Acknowledge the potential for activities near the Project site to result in the release of 
hazardous wastes/substances on the Project site. Conduct studies to evaluate the nature and 
extent of historic or future contamination, and the potential threat to public health and/or 
the environment.  

¸ Identify the mechanisms to initiate any required investigation into and/or remediation of 
the release of hazardous wastes/substances and the government agency who will be 
responsible for oversight. 

¸ Describe the potential disturbances to aerial-deposited lead-contaminated soils and 
evaluate soils for lead analysis prior to performing any intrusive activities for the Project.  

¸ If any sites have been used or are suspected of having been used for mining activities, 
describe proper investigation for mine waste.  

¸ Describe the potential for the presence of lead-based paints or products, mercury, asbestos 
containing materials, and polychlorinated biphenyl caulk. Describe the process for sampling 
and removal, demolition, or disposal if any of the chemicals are present.  

¸ Describe process for ensuring any soil backfill is free of contamination.  

¸ Describe the potential for the organochlorinated pesticides resulting from agricultural, weed 
abatement or related activities. 

Hydrology and Water Quality 

¸ Evaluate flood impacts due to elevation changes and construction-related backwater effects 
which may affect existing drainage patterns.  

¸ Evaluate flood impacts resulting from new urban development in areas the Project serves. 

¸ Evaluate consistency of Project related to Senate Bill 5 (SB5, 2007) and the January 2018 
San Joaquin River Basin Lower San Joaquin River, CA Final Integrated Interim Feasibility 
Report EIR/EIS.  

¸ Miscellaneous comments regarding flooding due to other Projects, including the Mossdale 
Tract Flood modeling.  

¸ Evaluate Project compliance with wastewater discharge as it relates to the Antidegradation 
Policy (State Water Board Resolution 68-16) and the Antidegradation Implementation 
Policy contained in the Central Valley Water Board’s Basin Plan. 

¸ Describe Project compliance with surface and groundwater permitting requirements, 
including: Construction Storm Water General Permit; Phase I and II Municipal Separate 
Storm Sewer Systems permits; Industrial Storm Water General Permit; Clean Water Act 
Section 404 Permit; Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit; Waste Discharge Requirement 
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Public Information/Involvement 

¸ Requests to receive Project information.  

¸ Request to coordinate and discuss potential impacts with local business community, 
specifically businesses located near potential station locations. 







https://acerail.com/merced-extension-eir
https://acerail.com/merced-extension-eir
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Appendix A: Key Features of Commute Data in 
this Analysis 

Commute Data Based on the LODES database 

The Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics (LEHD) program combines administrative records 
covering federal, state and Census Bureau data on employers and employees. Commuting information is 
then drawn from the LEHD Origins-Destinations Employment Statistics (LODES) data product produced 
by the LEHD program. LODES data thereby covers all jobs subject to unemployment insurance coverage, 
as well as federal, state, and local government employees. Despite its expansive coverage of employed 
workers, LODES data, and the LEHD program, does not cover self-employed workers, most agricultural 
workers on small farms, members of the Armed Forces, elected officials, most employees of railroads, 
some domestic workers, most student workers at schools, and employees of certain small nonprofit 
organizations. In addition, as administrative data this LODES data includes all jobs in the specified year 
whether they are part-time or full-time. As such, if an individual held several jobs in different location 
each would be counted as a commuter. As an administrative record, LODES is based on the address of 
the place of employment and the address of the employee.  Thus, some LODES commutes are 
telecommuting, or other arrangements that may not involve daily travel between the addresses.   
Therefore, it is useful when possible to compare the LODES data with survey-based ACS/CTPP data to 
provide a range of likely commuters. However, when small area geographies are involved, and more 
recent data is needed, the LODES data is often the only source available. For further details of the 
employer and employee coverage under the LEHD program, see: 
https://www.bls.gov/cew/cewbultncur.htm#comparison 

Commute Data Based on the ACS/CTPP database 

The American Community Survey (ACS) is an ongoing statistical survey of households by the U.S. Census 
Bureau. It started in 2005, replacing the decennial census long-form which was last used in the 2000 
Census. In terms of commuters, the ACS covers workers 16 years and over who did not work from home. 
Because of its sample size, several years of data are necessary to derive an accurate estimate of county-
to-county commuters. This is periodically compiled by the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials in a product called the Census Transportation Planning Products (CTPP). 
Currently, two such ACS/CTPP five-year periods are available 2006-2010 and 2009-2013. We report 
commuting flows from both of those periods in this study, but demographic data for commuters is only 
available for the 2006-10 period. The next release, which will cover 2012-2016 is currently being 
developed, but it will not be available until early in 2019. For further details of the coverage under the 
ACS/CTPP program, see: http://ctpp.transportation.org/Pages/5-Year-Data.aspx













From: Terra Land Group
To: Merced Comments
Cc: "Jones, Ryan@CVFPB"; Chris Elias; ckendall@valleylinkrail.com; Elizabeth.A.Salyers@usace.army.mil
Subject: Public Comment Letter Re: ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project
Date: Monday, June 29, 2020 11:49:33 AM
Attachments: 2020-06-29_LTR_SJRRC_NOPEIR.pdf

[The e-mail below is from an external source. Please do not open attachments or click
links from an unknown or suspicious origin.]

Good Afternoon,
 
Attached please find a letter dated June 29, 2020 from Terra Land Group, LLC to the San Joaquin
Regional Rail Commission Re: Public Comments on the ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project
Environmental Impact Report Notice of Preparation.
 
Thank you,
 
Martin Harris
Terra Land Group
MH/cm
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message including any attachments of any kind are covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, is
confidential and may include legally protected information. If you are not the intended recipient or you have received this e-mail message by mistake,
printing, copying, storing or disseminating in any way is prohibited and doing so could subject you to civil and or criminal action. Please notify the
sender if you received this e-mail in error and delete all information contained in and attached to this e-mail.
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June 29, 2020 
 

VIA EMAIL 
 
San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission 
Attn: ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project 
949 East Channel Street 
Stockton, CA 95202 
(MercedExtComments@acerail.com) 
 

Re: Public Comments on the ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project Environmental Impact 
Report Notice of Preparation. 
 

Dear Commission Members, 
 
My name is Martin Harris and I am an authorized representative for Terra Land Group, LLC (“TLG”). Over 
the past few years, TLG representative Martin Harris has: 

(i) Attended many public and private meetings; and 
(ii) Reviewed thousands of pages of environmental documents; and 
(iii) Written over seven hundred letters to local and state authorities expressing concerns related  
to the effects of development on flooding in our area. 

 
TLG wishes to comment on the upcoming Environmental Impact Report to be prepared for the ACE 
Ceres-Merced Extension Project which is a component of the Valley Rail Program. According to 
information provided on the ACE website, the Project would consist of the following: 
 

● A Ceres to Merced Extension Alignment consisting of upgrades and new tracks and bridges within 
the UPRR Fresno Subdivision between Ceres and Merced; 

● New Turlock, Livingston or Atwater, and Merced Stations along the extension alignment; and 
● A new permanent Merced Layover & Maintenance Facility to support extension operations. 

 
TLG is not opposed to development or transportation upgrades in the Central Valley. However, as 
decisions are being made which may create long-term, permanent changes to the region, TLG wants the 
authorities involved to consider all the impacts these developments may cause. TLG believes the Valley 
Link Project could contribute to significant and potentially unforeseen flood impacts due to elevation 
changes and construction-related backwater effects which may affect existing water drainage patterns. In 
addition, the new transportation provided by the Project will likely spur new urban development in areas 
the Project services. These future communities could be vulnerable to the increased flood impacts caused 
by the Project. 
 
Therefore, TLG asks the San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (“SJRRC”) members to ensure that 
impacts to hydrology, elevation and drainage patterns are included and addressed in the forthcoming EIR 
for the full extent of the project area. Further details and data on the possibility of increased flooding are 
included below.  
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For some time now, TLG has expressed concerns that the developing areas may not be paying their fair 
share towards the total floodwater, stormwater, and wastewater drainage impacts that may be created to 
the non-developing rural areas south of Manteca. (ie: Reclamation Districts 17, 2094, 2096, 2075, 2064 
and SSJID) (​See Enclosures 1-13​) 
 
This becomes especially important when it is considered that any and all total drainage flow volumes and 
drainage flow patterns to be expected in and along the South Delta may not have been adequately 
determined and may be different than what the narrow scope of existing flood models indicate. (​See 
Enclosures 10-12​) In addition, TLG believes that the non-developing rural areas south of Manteca (ie: 
Reclamation Districts 17, 2094, 2096, 2075, 2064 and SSJID) must be included in any flood protection or 
drainage plan to be considered. 

 
In addition, as more and more people move into California and as more land is being developed or farmed, 
there needs to be more water storage and reuse opportunities to accommodate those increased needs. 
This is especially important as local city, county, state, and federal authorities take various actions to 
divert or hold back an increasing amount of water (from all sources) to make more water available to the 
public they serve. However, there also needs to be safe ways of storing, delivering, conveying, draining, 
and discharging that water to avoid flood and other hydrology-related impacts for the people who live in 
the areas that may be affected. 
 
TLG is writing this letter to make the SJRRC members aware of what appears to be a joint effort by both 
local, state, and federal authorities to pursue a phased strategy of flood protection and other 
federally-assisted improvements both inside and outside of the South Delta to meet California Senate Bill 
No. 5 (“SB5”) requirements as well as provide improved efficiencies in the ways we currently are storing, 
delivering, reusing, and draining water. (​See Enclosure 1​) 
 
TLG believes that storing, delivering, reusing, and draining water in and along the South Delta becomes 
complicated when it is considered that the January 2018 San Joaquin River Basin Lower San Joaquin 
River, CA Final Integrated Interim Feasibility Report/EIR/EIS: (“LSJRFS”) includes the following: 
 

1. Page ES-1 of the LSJRFS states: ​The study area also includes the distributary channels of the San 
Joaquin River in the southernmost reaches of the Delta; Paradise Cut and Old River as far north as Tracy 
Boulevard, and Middle River as far north as Victoria Canal. 

2. Page 3-31 of the LSJRFS states: ​Currently, the levee safety program has defined the levee system that 
incorporates RD 17 as bounded on the north by Walker Slough, west by the San Joaquin River and south 
by the Stanislaus River. This includes RD 17, RD 2096, RD 2094, RD 2075 and RD 2064. 

3. Page 5-17 of the LSJRFS states: ​Stanislaus River to Paradise Cut.​ The confluence of the San Joaquin 
and Stanislaus Rivers defines the upstream extent of the hydraulic model used for this study. 

4. Page ES-2 of the LSJRFS states:  
Analysis of the study area is challenged by the presence of three sources of flooding, the Delta Front, 
Calaveras River and San Joaquin River. This results in commingled floodplains for the North and Central 
Stockton areas. The distributary nature of the Delta also affects Delta water levels, because high flows 
from the Sacramento River may “fill” the Delta prior to a peak inflow on the San Joaquin River as occurred 
in 1997, raising water levels on the Delta front levees. 

___________________________________ 
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5. Page 5-27 of the LSJRFS states: ​2.1.1 FLOODING Problem: ​There is significant risk to public health, 
safety and property in the study area associated with flooding. ​The study area is located in the Central 
Valley of California which has very little topographic relief, resulting in potential flooding of areas far from 
water courses…​ (​See Enclosure 1​) 

Potential Impacts to Consider: 

TLG believes that all Mossdale Tract Flood modeling and Adequate Progress reports that have been 
publicly released to date have failed to fully consider and provide mitigation measures for: 
 

(i) Unresolved and continuing sedimentation issues that continue to reduce channel flow capacity 
in and along the South Delta Lower San Joaquin River System. 
 
(ii) Climate change and continued uncertainty relating to its effect on increasing the total potential 
volumes of channel flows to be expected in and along the South Delta Lower San Joaquin River 
System.  

COMMENT​:​ Martin Harris and several other South Manteca rural neighbors attended a 
Central Valley Flood Protection Board Workshop on February 14, 2020. Although a 
number of climate change presentations were made by staff, flood models and associated 
drainage flow volumes related to climate change do not appear to have been fully 
determined.  
 
QUESTION​:​ What effect will this have on determining the total amount of reservoir 
storage water that can be safely stored in higher elevations throughout the Sacramento 
and San Joaquin River Reservoir System(s)? 
 
COMMENT​: ​The Paradise Cut Expansion project, in the form presented in the “Conceptual 
Design Technical Memo/Paradise Cut Expansion Project/April 9, 2019,” may or may not 
prove adequate in offsetting the full range of development and other hydrology-related 
impacts that may be created. Also, TLG believes that the Paradise Cut Expansion Stage 
reductions called for between the Paradise Weir and the Airport Way (Vernalis Bridge) 
may not fully address the potential for additional drainage impacts to be created. (​See 
Enclosures 1-13​) 

This is especially concerning when considering pages 4 and 5 of the Mossdale Tract 
Program: 2019 Annual Adequate Progress Report Update for Urban Level of 
Protection-Final Report (included as Attachment 2 to the 8/20/2019 MCC Meeting 
Agenda Item B.3), which states that, ​“the Urban Flood Risk Reduction Study remains 
incomplete and the Climate Adoption Policy is underway. As such, a new determination that the 
project meets the appropriate Standard of Protection will need to be made in conjunction with 
the 2020 Annual Report.” 

QUESTION​: ​How will what appears to be a very real potential for unresolved and 
continuing sedimentation and climate change issues in and along the South Delta be 
considered and allowed for in the final Mossdale Tract Drainage Plan? (​See Enclosures 
1-13​) 

(iii) A Stanislaus River right bank levee breach in the areas west of the City of Ripon. 

___________________________________ 

5 1 5 1  E.  A L M O N D W O O D  D R I V E   M A N T E C A,  C A   95337 

Pg. 3 of 7 

 



 

 

T E R R A  L A N D  G R O U P ,  L L C 
___________________________________ 

 
(iv) Limited topographic relief to ground surface areas in and along the South Delta. 

QUESTION​:​ Will mitigation measures be included to prevent any potential for reverse 
channel flows and associated backwater effects that may impede the natural flow of Old 
River as identified on pages 3A-28 and 3A-29 of the Bay Delta Conservation Plan 
California WaterFix Final EIR/EIS (December 2016)? 
 
QUESTION​:​ Will limited topographic relief to ground surface areas in and along the South 
Delta slow down San Joaquin River (and Paradise Cut) channel flows and promote 
continuing sedimentation?  

 
(v) Various federal and state-funded Manteca and Lathrop area highway construction and other 
state, federal, and/or county transportation improvement projects as presented in (a) the 2014 
San Joaquin Council of Governments Sustainable Communities Strategy, Draft EIR and 2015 FTIP 
Conformity Document. 

QUESTION​:​ Have all roadway-related floodwater and other hydrology-related drainage 
impacts to the areas south of Manteca been properly considered (ie: Reclamation Districts 
17, 2094, 2096, 2075, 2064, and the South San Joaquin Irrigation District (“SSJID”))?  

 
(vi) Unresolved plans as to how the cities of Manteca and Lathrop can reasonably drain what 
appears to be ever-increasing amounts of stormwater and effluent wastewater from the 
residential , commercial, and industrial-zoned developing areas into non-developing areas that 
flooded in 1997. 

COMMENT​:​ TLG believes that any and all total drainage flow volumes and drainage flow 
patterns to be expected in and along the South Delta have not been adequately 
determined and may be different than what the narrow scope of existing flood models may 
indicate. (​See Enclosures 1-13​) 
 
QUESTION​:​ What potential increased flood water, stormwater, and effluent wastewater, 
irrigation water, potable water delivery, traffic circulation, emergency vehicle services 
response and private property road access impacts and changes to drainage patterns may 
be created due to the construction (and/or expansion) of 100-year flood protection 
infrastructure as appears to be called for due to a recent May 21, 2019 San Joaquin 
County Board of Supervisors approval of Morning Hearing item #1: Development Title 
Text Amendment No. PA 1900067 allowing revisions to the Definition of Structure?  
 
QUESTION​:​ What increased flood and back-water impacts may occur when that same 
100-year infrastructure (as referenced in the previous question) is subjected to a 200-year 
flood event? 

 
(vii) Flood and other hydrology-related drainage impacts anticipated to occur in conjunction with 
the ACE train and Valley Link rail expansions. 

COMMENT​: ​TLG believes that decisions related to rail system at-grade and grade 
separation (aerial, embankment, tunnel, or trench) track modifications in and along the 
areas crossing the South Delta (Mossdale) may affect both 100-year and 200-year 
California Senate Bill No. 5 (“SB5”) flood water drainage and other hydrology-related 
impacts in the areas around the Manteca and Lathrop communities. 
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https://www.dropbox.com/s/7dy40jzlqeotw56/2017-04-20_LTR_SJCBS_Re04-25-17MtgPubComm_MHcm.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/a8ldad6e6or9c6p/2019-03-04_LTR_MCC_AgItD3.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/musf61jmz7azjvy/2019-03-18_LTR_LPW_EIRWaterResPlan.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/musf61jmz7azjvy/2019-03-18_LTR_LPW_EIRWaterResPlan.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/srnfonfc2rbj1j1/2019-08-21_LTR_ESJGA_GSP.pdf?dl=0
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